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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 



1. 



This action is responsive to an amendment filed on 07/12/04. Claims 1-34 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 



2. 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-34 have been considered but they are not 



persuasive. 



Regarding claim 1, the examiner agreed with the Applicant's argument on page 2, lines 
24-27 that Macko does not teach "a phonebook capable of storing a plurality of phonebook 
entries, each entry representing a respective subscriber and an associated telephone number" as 
recited in currently pending claim as recited in amended claim 1. Therefore, a new ground of 
rejection with respect to Macko in view of Khazaka is applied below. The Applicant further 
argues on page 3, lines 4-6 that Macko does not teach a device that alerts the user of 
appointments or appointment types that other users of other devices may have scheduled. The 
examiner disagrees with this argument. Because, the applicant does not claim it. Thus the 
rejection of the claim in view of Macko remains. 

Regarding claim 14, the Applicant argues on page 3, lines 29-31, Ito does not teach or 
suggest a method of operating a telecommunications network involving a plurality of subscribers 
of mobile telecommunications services as required by claim 14, The examiner disagrees with this 
argument. The claimed limitation is recited in the preamble of the claim. The body of the claim 
following the preamble is a self-contained description of the structure and does not depend on 
the preamble for completeness and therefore, the preamble does not usually limit the claim. The 
Applicant further argues on page 4, lines 5-7 that Ito teaches displaying the status of wired lines, 
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not the subscriber as recited in claim 14. In addition, each mobile unit of Ito knows the status of 
the wired lines, not the other mobile units. The examiner disagrees with this argument. Because, 
the applicant does not claim the limitation. The Applicant further argues on page 4, lines 7-9 that 
Ito does not teach or suggest keeping record of the selected subscriber as taught by claim 14. The 
examiner again disagrees with this argument. Because, Ito does teach keeping record of the 
selected wired line user (i.e., subscriber) (see col.9, lines 61-68). Thus the rejection of the claim 
in view of Ito remains. 

Regarding claim 20, the Applicant argues on page 8, lines 2 and 3 that Brennan is merely 
cited for the purpose of teaching a telephone number of a caller to identify the PCS subscriber. 
The examiner disagrees with this argument. Because, the applicant does not claim it. Thus the 
rejection of the claim in view of Brennan remains. 

Regarding claim 31, the Applicant argues on page 4, lines 22 and 23 that Ito teaches 
displaying the status of wired lines, not the telecommunication apparatus as recited in claim 31. 
The examiner disagrees with this argument. Because, the wired lines are inherently connected to 
the telecommunication apparatus. Thus the rejection of the claim in view of Ito remains. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 20 is objected to because of the following informalities: regarding claim 20, the 
limitation 'said first digital message contains said message contains said first record as well as a 
second record to identify said telecommunication apparatus' lacks antecedent basis. The 
limitation is not disclosed in the original specification. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 14, 15, 31 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ito 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,218,628). 

Regarding claim 14, Ito teaches providing an option for a mobile unit user (i.e., 
individual subscriber) to select at least one wired line user (i.e., other subscriber) (fig. 11, fig- 16; 
col. 7, lines 31-42). 

Ito fiirther teaches keeping record of the selected v^ired line user (i.e., subscriber) (fig.6; 
col.7, lines 24-31, col.9, lines 61-68, col, 10, lines 1, 2). 

Ito further teaches determining an operational status of the selected wired line user (fig. 6; 
col.7, lines 7-12, 24-30). 

Ito further teaches transmitting the determined operational status to the mobile unit user 
(col.7, lines 13-23). 

Regarding claim 15, Ito teaches that the operational status may reflect any of the 
situations busy, held and idle (i.e., any of the following situations the respective subscriber is 
participating in an ongoing telephone call; the respective subscriber is not participating in any 
ongoing telephone call and is operatively accessible to the telecommunications network; the 
respective subscriber is not operatively accessible to the telecommunications network; or the 
respective subscriber is currently using call diversion) (col.7, lines 24-31). 
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Regarding claim 31, Ito teaches that through a radio unit (i.e., man-machiae interface) of 
the mobile unit (i.e., first telecommunication apparatus), receiving a line information request 
signal (i.e., request) from a user of the mobile unit to check an operational statue of the wired 
telephone (i.e., second telecommunication apparatus) (fig.4, fig. 16; col.6, lines 20-40, 60-63, 
col7, lines 24-34). 

Ito further teaches that in response to receiving the line information request signal from 
the user, generating a second line information signal request (i.e., first digital message) (fig. 16; 
col.6, lines 31-40, 60-68). 

Ito further teaches sending the second line information request signal (i.e., first digital 
message) to the wired telephone (i.e., second telecommunication apparatus) (col.6, lines 31-40, 
60-68). 

Ito further teaches receiving the second line information request signal (i.e., first digital 
message) in the wired telephone (col.6, lines 31-40, 60-68). 

Ito fiirther teaches that in the wired line, generating a line information signal (i.e., second 
digital message), containing an indication of the operational status of the wired telephone (col. 7, 
lines 1-7). 

Ito further teaches sending the line information signal to the mobile unit (col. 7, lines 13- 

21). 

Ito fiirther teaches receiving the Hne infiarmation signal in the mobile unit (col. 7, lines 17- 

21). 
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Ito further teaches that in the mobile unit, providing an indication (i.e., notification) to the 
user concerning the operational status of the wired telephone, as indicated in the line information 
signal (i.e., second digital message) (col. 7, lines 24-30). 

Regarding claim 34, Ito teaches that providing an indication to the user of the operational 
status of the second telecommunication apparatus is done through a display 71 (fig. 4; col. 7, lines 
24-30. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claimsl and 3-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Macko 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,052,563) and in view of Khazaka et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,542,732). 

Regarding claim 1, Macko teaches that the appointment book (i.e., phonebook) is capable 
of storing, for at least one of the appointment book entries, information about an appointment 
type (i.e., operational status) of a respective user (i.e., subscriber) (abstract; fig.l, fig. 4; col. 7, 
lines 31-42). 

Macko further teaches that the controller is adapted to change (i.e., update) the 
operational status information of the at least one phonebook entry in response to receiving a 
message (i.e., status data), v^hich are received through the receiver (i.e., radio interface) (fig.l; 
col.2, lines 11-22, col3, lines 10-20). 
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However, Macko does not specifically teach "a phonebook capable of storing a plurality 
of phonebook entries, each entry representing a respective subscriber and an associated 
telephone number". Khazaka teaches a phonebook capable of storing a plurality of phonebook 
entries, each entry representing a respective subscriber and an associated telephone number 
(abstract; fig.l; col.3, lines 46-54). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Macko to incorporate a phonebook capable 
of storing a plurality of phonebook entries, each entry representing a respective subscriber and an 
associated telephone number as taught by Khazaka. The motivation for the modification is to 
have doing so in order to save time for a caller to retrieve a telephone number of a particular 
person to make a call. 

Regarding claim 3, Macko teaches that the operational status information may represent a 
situation, where the respective subscriber is available (i.e., currently not participating in any 
ongoing telephone call and is operatively accessible) (coL8, lines 4-8). 

Regarding claim 4, Macko teaches that the controller is adapted, in response to receiving 
status data to the effect that the situation in claim 3 has occurred, to provide an indication to the 
user through the output device (col. 8, lines 4-8). 

Regarding claim 5, Macko teaches that the output device is a display, an indication lamp, 
a loudspeaker or a vibrator (fig.l; col.2, Hnes 23-33). 

Regarding claim 6, Macko teaches that the operational status information may represent a 
situation, where the respective subscriber is unavailable (i.e., not operatively accessible) (col. 8, 
lines 38, 39). 
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Regarding claim 7, Macko teaches that the operational status information may represent a 
situation, where the respective subscriber is currently using call diversion (col. 8, lines 9-18). 

Regarding claim 8, Macko teaches that the communication device (i.e., 
telecommunication apparatus) is a mobile telephone (col. 2, lines 11-17). 

Regarding claim 9, Macko teaches that the radio interface is adapted to receive digital 
data (i.e., short text messages), and wherein the status data is comprised in such a digital data 
(col. 8, lines 9-18). 

8. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Macko (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,052,563) and in view of Khazaka et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,542,732) and further in 
view of Ito (U.S. Patent No. 5,218,628). 

Regarding claim 2 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 15, 

9. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Macko (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,052,563) and in view of Khazaka et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,542,732) and further in 
view of Bruno et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,226,529). 

Regarding claim 10, Macko in view of Khazaka fails to teach "receive the status data on a 
data channel in a digital telecommunication system", Bruno teaches communicating via a data 
channel (i.e., receive the status data on a data channel) in a digital telecommunication system 
(col. 6, line 66-col.7, line 5). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Macko in view of Khazaka to allow receiving the 
status data on a data channel in a digital telecommunication system as taught by Bruno. The 
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motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to provide a communication bridge 
between all of the devices. 

10. Claims 1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U,S,C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Macko 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,052,563) and in view of Khazaka et al (U.S. Patent No, 6,542,732) and 
ftirther in view of Yeh (U.S. Patent No. 6,675,010). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Macko in view of Khazaka fails to teach "receive the status data over 
a GSM, GPRS ("General Packet Radio Service") or UMTS ("Universal Mobile Telephone 
System") network". Yeh teaches receive the status data over a GSM, GPRS ("General Packet 
Radio Service") or UMTS ("Universal Mobile Telephone System") network (abstract; col.2, line 
18-21, 50-54). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Macko in view of Khazaka to allow receiving the status data over 
a GSM, GPRS ("General Packet Radio Service") or UMTS ("Universal Mobile Telephone 
System") network as taught by Yeh. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in 
order to make a selection between inputting the personal vocabulary list or accepting a prepared 
test vocabulary. 

Regarding claim 13, Macko in view of Khazaka fails to teach "a WAP ("Wireless 
Application Protocol") client". Yeh teaches a WAP ("Wireless Application Protocol") mobile 
phone user (i.e., client) (abstract; col2, line 18-21, 50-54). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Macko in view of 
Khazaka to allow a WAP ("Wireless Application Protocol") client as taught by Yeh. The 
motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to make a connection with the 
mainfi-ame. 
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11. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Macko (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,052,563) and in view of Khazaka et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,542,732) and further in 
view of Pelissier et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,661,773). 

Regarding claim 12, Macko in view of Khazaka fails to teach "global area network". 
Pelissier teaches global area network (col. 2, line 67). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Macko in view of Khazaka 
to allow global area network as taught by Pelissier. The motivation for the modification is to 
have doing so in order to provide a data communication. 

12. Claims 16 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito 
(U.S. Patent No, 5,218,628) and in view of Macko (U.S. Patent No. 6,052,563). 

Regarding claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 9. 

Regarding claim 33, Ito fails to teach "said second digital message comprises a time 
stamp representative of a creation time of said second digital message, the method comprising 
the further step of determining, in said first telecommunication apparatus, whether a difference 
between a current time and said time stamp is less than a predetermined limit and, if not, sending 
a new first digital message to the second telecommunication apparatus". Macko teaches that the 
incoming message (i.e., second digital message) comprises a time stamp representative of a 
creation time of the incoming message, the method comprising the further step of determining, in 
the first telecommunication apparatus, whether a difference between a current time and the time 
stamp is less than a predetermined limit and, if not, sending a new response message (i.e., first 
digital message) to the second telecommunication apparatus (col.6, line 66-col.7, line 5). Thus, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Ito to allow the second digital message comprising a time stamp representative of a 
creation time of the second digital message, the method comprising the further step of 
determining, in the first telecommunication apparatus, whether a difference between a current 
time and the time stamp is less than a predetermined limit and, if not, sending a new first digital 
message to the second telecommunication apparatus as taught by Macko. The motivation for the 
modification is to have doing so in order to provide a predetermined criteria for triggering 
transmission of a predetermined response message. 

13. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,218,628) and in view of Bruno et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,226,529), 

Regarding claim 17, Ito fails to teach "receive the status data on a data channel in a digital 
telecommunication system". Bruno teaches communicating via a data channel (i.e., receive the 
status data on a data channel) in a digital telecommunication system (coL6, line 66-col.7, line 5). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Ito to allow receiving the status data on a data channel in a digital 
telecommunication system as taught by Bruno. The motivation for the modification is to have 
doing so in order to provide a communication bridge between all of the devices. 

14. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,218,628) and in view of Pehssier et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,661,773). 

Regarding claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 12. 
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15. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,218,628) and in view of Yeh (U.S. Patent No. 6,675,010). 

Regarding claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above v^ith respect to 
claim 1 1 . 

16. Claims 20-26, 28 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ito (U.S. Patent No, 5,218,628) and in view of Brennan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,329,578). 

Regarding claim 20 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 31. Furthermore, Ito fails to teach "a first record to identify the remote telecommunication 
apparatus". Brennan teaches a telephone number of a caller (i.e., first record) to identify the PCS 
subscriber 15 (i.e., remote telecommunication apparatus) (fig. la, fig.2a; colli, lines 25-46). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Ito to allow a first record to identify the remote telecommunication apparatus as 
taught by Brennan. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to determine 
any special treatment. 

Ito further fails to teach "a second record to identify said telecommunication apparatus". 
Brennan teaches a telephone number of a PCS subscriber 15 (i.e., second record) to identify the 
caller 14 (i.e., remote telecommunication apparatus) (fig. la, fig. 2a; colli, lines 25-46). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Ito to allow a second record to identify the telecommunication apparatus as taught by 
Brennan. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to allow the personal 
agent to access the particular subscriber profile. 
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Regarding claim 21, Ito teaches that the second digital message is a reply to the first 
digital message and contains a data field to indicate an idle situation (i.e., the remote 
telecommunication apparatus is connected to the telecommunications network) (col. 7, lines 24- 
31). 

Regarding claim 22, Ito teaches the data field indicating that the remote 
telecommunication apparatus is busy (i.e., involved in an ongoing telephone call) (col7, Hnes 
24-31). 

Regarding claim 23, Ito teaches the data field indicating that the remote 
telecommunication apparatus is idle (i.e., is not involved in an ongoing telephone call and is 
therefore operatively accessible) (col. 7, lines 24-31). 

Regarding claims 24 and 25 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 20. 

Regarding claim 26 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 34. 

Regarding claim 28, Ito teaches that the telecommunication apparatus is a mobile 
telephone (fig.l; col. 5, lines 43-49). 

Regarding claim 32, Ito fails to teach "the further step of checking, in the second 
telecommunication apparatus, whether the first telecommunication apparatus is an admissible 
requestor of operational status information regarding the second telecommunication apparatus". 
Brennan teaches the further step of checking, in the second telecommunication apparatus, 
whether the caller 14 (i.e., first telecommunication apparatus) is an admissible requestor of 
operational status information regarding the PCS subscriber 15 (i.e., second telecommunication 
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apparatus) (fig. la, fig-2a; col.il, lines 25-46). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Ito to allow the further step 
of checking, in the second telecommunication apparatus, whether the first telecommunication 
apparatus is an admissible requestor of operational status information regarding the second 
telecommunication apparatus as taught by Brennan. The motivation for the modification is to 
have doing so in order to determine any special treatment for the caller. 

17. Claims 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,218,628) and in view of Brennan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,329,578) and 
further in view of Macko (U.S. Patent No. 6,052,563). 

Regarding claim 27 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 7. 

Regarding claim 29 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 9. 

18. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,218,628) and in view of Brennan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,329,578) and further in view of 
Yeh(U.S. Patent No. 6,675,010). 

Regarding claim 30 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 11. 

Conclusion 

19. The prior art made of record and not rehed upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Fickes et al. (US Patent No. 6,526,274) teaches Method, system, and computer 
program product for extending the functionality of a personal information manager to telephone 
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system interactions, Chmaytelli et al (US Patent No. 6,418,311) teaches Search and replace 
features for handset phonebook and Garudadri et al. (US Patent No. 6,519,479) teaches Spoken 
user interface for speech-enabled devices. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S Elahee whose telephone number is (703) 305-4822. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (703) 305-4895. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MD SHAFIUL AL AM ELAHEE 
October 30, 2004 




